Remai1<s 

DssDositbn of the C jasms 

Upon entry of the current amendment, Claims 1 through 8, 1 1 , and 13 are pending. Claims 
1 through 8 and 11 have been amended, Ciaims 9, 10 and 12 have been cancelled. Claim 13 is 
new, 

Clai?T!s 1 through 8 and 11 have been amended to include pharmaceutlcally acceptable 
salts. Support for this can be found on page 12, paragraphs 4 through 6. 

Claim 1 has been amended to replace Ri with R1, Ra with R2. R3 with R3, and R4 with R4. 
Claims 2, 6, 7, and 8 have been amended to be consistent with Claim 1. Support for these 
amendments can be found in formula (I) vsfhich shows these variables without subscripts. 

Claim 1 has been amended to replace the group "-ON" in the definition of R3 with a cyano 
group. Support for this amendment can be found page 2, lines 11-12 and in Examples 1 1-16 of the 
speGification. 

Cl^iims 2 artd 4 have been amended to pprrect a typo^ error and remove the period 
in th0 |in# bsfoi^ the stmcturs. 

Claim 8 has been amended to remove from the definition of R4 the phrase "and preferably 
methyl or ethyl." 

New Claim 13 limits R4 to methyl or ethyl. Original Claim § supports new Claim 13. 
No new maaer has been added. 

Rejection of Claims 10-12 Under 35 U.S.C, S 1 12, First Paragrap h 

The Examiner has stated that Claims 10-12 fail to comply with the enablement requirement. 

Applicants have cancelled Claim 10, and although Applicants disagree with tiie Examiner's 
asssss.ment that Claim 12 Is not enabled. Applicants have cancelled Claim 12 in order to expedite 
prosecution. The cancelation of Claims 10 and 12 renders the rejection of these claims moot 

In regard to Claim 1 1 . the Examiner has ziated that the specification does not enable a 
person of skill in the a;1 to use the inver^tion commensurate in scope with the cisirn. In addition xhe 
Examiner states that there is no screening assay. 

Applicants disagree with the Examiner's opinion that Claim 1 1 is not enabled. Claim: 1 1 
claims a pharmaceutical composition comprising a compound of the invention and a 
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phafrriacoiOQicaily and ps^armacsuticafly acceptable additive In the section of the specification 
labeled ' Experirr^entai Part-Pharmacological" c-n page 19, line 1 1 to page 23, line 3. Applicants iist 
pnarmacoiogicaiiy and pharmaceutscaiiy acceptable additives that may be used in the ciaiirted 
pharmaceutical compositions and give examples of particular compositions. In addition, on page 
20, line 1S to page 21, line 2 of the specification, Applicants disclose appropriate doses and dosing 
scineduies for the compounds of the invention. 

Moreover, sn the section of the appiication labeled •■Experimental Psn-Biosogicai"' on page 
17, last line to page 19, line 10 of the specification. Applicants have provided two in vitro assays 
and one in vivo rriodei for testing whether a compound Is a RXR antagonist. The in vivo n-sodel 
measures the activity of RXR antagonist? of the invention In bovver plasma parsrneters such as 
triglycerides and blood sugar, .Applicants have indicated which compounds of the invention 
performed best in this in vivo model, thereby providing guidance to one si<illed in the art as to wiiich 
striioturai feature in the compounds of the invention render the desirabie bioiogicai activity. 

Given theJist of aceeptabie additives and the guidance regarding the most preferred 
compounds of the invention In the specification, a person of si<iii in the art would be abie to prepare 
and use pharmaceutical compositions of the invention without undue experimentation, and 
Applicants' Claim 1 1 is enabled. Therefore, Appiicants respectfuliy request that the Examiner 
reconsider and withdraw the rejection. 

Rejection of Claims 1-12 Under 35 U.S C. S 11 2. Second Paragraph 

The Exarrjirjef has rejected Claims 1-4 and 6-S Decauss the structures in the claims have 
the variables R1, R2 R3, and .R4, whereas the definition of the variables are for R,, R2, R3, and R4. 
Applicants have amended the variables to correspond with the structures. 

The Examiner has rejected Claim 1 because the defsnitson of R3; includes the term "-GN" 
which is unclear. The temi "-ON*' is a typographical error. Applicants have replaced the term with - 
ON, Support for this amendment can be found on page 2, lines 11-12 and in .Examples 1 1-16 of the 

specification. 

The Examiner rejected Claim 6 because the definition of R3 included a cyano group for 
vvhicn there was InsulTiCienx antecedent basis in Ciaim 1. Applicants amendment to the definition of 
R3 in Claim 1 provides sufficient antecedent basis for the cyano group in Claim 6. 

The Exartiiner has stated that Ciaims 2 and 4 are indefinite because they contain a period in 
the middle of ti^e claim before the structure. Applicants have amended the claims to remove the 

penod in the middle of the claim, 
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The Examiner has rejected Claim 8 because the claim recites a broad iimitatiors "Cl-CT-aik^j 
and a narrov.<er ilmitatlon that falls within the range of the broader limitation. Applicants have 
amended Claim 8 to delete the narrower iimitatlon and have claimed the narrower limitation in new 

Claim 13. 

Claims 9, 1G and 12 have been canceiied reniderlng the rejectisns of these ciairrl^ moot. 

Rejection of Cjaims 10 Under 35 U,S.C. $ 101 

The Examiner has rejected diaim ID because it recites a use without setting forth any steps 
involved in the process. Applicants have eancelled Cl^im 10 rehdenng the rejectfen moot. 



It Is respectfiiliy submitted that this appiication is in condition for aliowance. 

If there are any remaining issues or the Examiner believes that a telephone conference; with 
the Applicants' Attorney would be helpful in expediting prosecution of this appljcatlosi, the Examiner 
is invited to cali the undersigned at (61 7)-87 1-7802. 

.Applicants have requested a 2 monih extension of time to respond to the Office Action and; 
have Included the petition fee. Applieant besleves that no additional fees are due with this filing. 
However, If ar^y fees are required, the GbmmissioneHs ssuthorized to dhargs Deposit Account IMo. 
50-4408 In the name of MovarSs for any fees due. 



Conolusion 



Respectfully submitted, 



Novarus institutes for BtoiVfedlcal Research, Inc. 
220 Massachusetts .Avenue 
Cambridge: MA 02138 




Theresa Devlin 
Attorney for Applicant 
Reg. No. 45,361 



(617) 871-7802 



Date: October 15. 2009 
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